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IDEA EXCHANGE
By LUCILLE PERELMAN, C.P.A., Charleston, West Virginia

“CHAIN OF COMMAND” CHART
In connection with the study of internal
control in an organization, the auditor
would find it helpful to make a diagram of
personnel indicating the “Chain of Com
mand.” The diagram could start with a
box for the office manager’s name and title,
for instance, with lines to boxes showing
the names of assistants and duties of each.
Additional lines would indicate other per
sonnel and their duties. Serving not only
as a study for internal control, this chart
would also provide a reference for the
names of personnel in later contacts.
Virginia M. O’Hern, Los Angeles

the sum of the digits in the total of that
column. If they agree, the column is added
correctly. If they don’t, there’s the culprit!
The following column of figures will show
the mechanics of the method;
Step #2
Eliminate
Step #1
Add the Digits
the “9’s”
$ 306.24
15
6
28
1
476.83
21
3
334.56
21
24.69
3
14
5
440.60
8
8
12.23
18
0
390.60
35
8
$1,985.75

ADD THE DIGITS
Before checking through yards of adding
machine tape for errors in balancing jour
nals, inspect each column of figures by add
ing the digits in the column, eliminating
the “9’s” and comparing the result with

As with most rules, there is always an
exception. If the difference is divisible by
“9”, the error cannot be detected by this
method, but it is, most likely, a transposi
tion of figures.
Linda R. Van Leaven, Buffalo

he has of his separate property, except that
he shall not devise by will more than onehalf thereof. —R.C.W. (1951) Sec. 26.16.030.
The husband has the management and
control of community real property. —
R.C.W. (1951) Sec. 26.16.040.
Also likely to be challenged are judicial
precedents to the effect that community
property was liable for an indemnity agree
ment by the husband who agreed as an
attorney, to indemnify a surety on his
client’s bail bond. In this case no profit
resulted to the community property from
the transaction (O’Malley v. Lewis (1934)
176 Wash. 194, 29 P 2d 283; in accord:
Fidelity Nat. Bank v. Fox (1927) 144
Wash. 494; 258 P 335; Fleding v. Denholm
(1905) 40 Wash. 463; 82 P. 738). Wash
ington courts also have held that every
debt created by the husband during mar
riage is presumed a community debt (Mor

rison v. Duncan (1935) 182 Wash. 503;
47 P. 2d 988).
These few judicial decisions cited do not,
of course, represent a definitive enumer
ation of all adjudications that under the
proposed amendment might be contested
as inequitable to one of the spouses.
It would appear that basically the amend
ment will:
Preserve States’ Rights — States may still
legislate under their police power on health,
welfare, civil matters—the only proviso is
that laws shall apply to citizens without
regard to sex.
Establish in law the term “men” as gener
ic, to include women.
Encourage the maximum use of woman
power through removal of petty restric
tions.
Dignify family and recognize the partner
ship of marriage as it exists.
Fulfill platform pledges of both political
parties.
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